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We cannot resist the wish of a truly respected and 
venerable friend to publish the following Article. We 
regret that want of space will oblige us to divide it. It 
is one of several interesting Articles, which will hence- 
forward regularly appear in our columns. 

It was written by the Rev. J. A. Mason, ance a Me- 
thodist Preacher, but subsequently a Convert to, and 
Clergyman of the Holy Catholic Church. Gentlemen 
who have travelled in Great Britain and Ireland are 
aware of the fantastic and impious opinions of the nu- 
merous spiritual mountebanks, whom a mock-reforma- 
tion has, unfortunately for liberty, morals and religion, 
spread like so many locusts, over that part of Europe. 
True it is, that we need not leave America to go in quest 
of similar soul-tinkers and cobblers of the Divine Word; 
but, we think it in character to remind our Readers of 
the fact, and at the same time to state, that ** the John 
Chettle’’ to whom the Rev. Mr. Mason alludes, was a 
Barber in Stourbridge, England, who in his leisure hours 
Would trim, and shave and preach the Gospel, according 
to the newest fashion, in the Wesleyan method, to the 
best of his private judgment. He, of course, inveigh- 
ed against the Catholic Church, and in his rude and ran- 
ting declamation, called us Papists, not Catholics, 
while the burden of his Philippic was, ‘* Ye are Idéf» 
ters.” ‘*T tell you, ye are Idolaters.”” The Rev. Con- 
Vert felt himself called upon to notice the absurdities of 
this ranter, and he most successfully put him down, 
as will hereafter appear. If young hands at such a 
trade (we include the Sermonizer of Hingham,) would 
take a lesson from this Rev. Mr. Mason, and carefully 
peruse his arguments and the motives which induced 
him and other conscientious, intelligent and respectable 
men, who had been members of the Methodist Sect, 
to become converts to the Church of Christ, instead of 
subsisting upon the corrupted food, which a nick-named 
reformation administers to them, they would not labor 
under such a moral and spiritual Cachexy, which dev- 
elopes in its victims, all the crudities of misrepresenta- 
“ion, anti-catholic abuse, and antichristian obloquy. 
Why will they not study the Doctrine of the Holy 





Catholic Church as it is laid down and explained in gen- 
uine Catholic Works ? 

Why will they prefer the muddy waters of contradic- 
tion, and Sectarian bitterness to the pure and salutary 
streams of Catholic Salvation? Such conduct and its 
motives will be most fearfully examined and exposed on 
the wrathful day of the revelation of God’s eternal justice. 


My pear Frienp:—It is entirely because 
I feel the force of the sentiments expressed 


in my motto, that I have resolved to reply to! 


the Pamphlet which has just issued from the 
pen of John Chettle, and not from any inhe- 
rent value it possesses. Weuk, indeed, must 
be the mind that can be shaken by such ob- 
jections—and weak is the head that has made 
them. 

The cause of this ebullition of pride, igno- 
rance, and folly, is fresh in the minds of all in 
your neighborhood, and the conduct of the 
man on that occasion has perfectly delineated 
his character, and covered his name with in- 
famy From the slough in which he is pros- 
trated, he has made a faint effort to rise, but 
he has neither wisdom, nor strength to reco- 
ver himself. 

It is humbling to a Catholic Clergyman 
even to appear in publie opinion to rank with 
such a man as a Christian Miuister, and it is 
to be regretted that the Rev. Mr. Martyn so 


NO. XIV. 








given to the world another instance of that 
zeal for God and the salvation of souls, for 
which he is so conspicuous in the neighbor- 
hood of Walsall. 

The conduct of Mr. Chettle, however, was 
the reverse of Mr. Martyn’s, and displayed 
neither the decency of the gentleman, the 
wisdom of the scholar, nor the charity, meek- 











ness, and forbearance of the Christian. 
Considering therefore the character of this 
would-be-thought minister of the gospel, and 
the manner in which Mr. Martyn was receiv- 
ed and treated by him, it is highly proper that 
he should be guided by the maxim of the wise 
man, in the first number of my motto, ‘“ Ne 
respondeas stulto, jucta stultitiam suam, ne effi- 
ciaris et similis.” But lest he become proud 
and arrogant, and the simple be beguiled, the 
second maxim from the wise man, and the 
third from a profane author, admonished me 
of the propriety of an answer to his luminous 
lucubrations? ‘ 
It is rather fortunate, as I am but a strip- 
ling and do not pretend to the miraculous 
powers of David, that I have not to encoun- 
ter a Goliah, the staff of whose spear is like 
a weavcr’s beam; for however rough his 
manners and terrible his mein, he is but a 
| Quixote in chivalry, a knight of humble re- 





far humiliated himself, as to meet Mr. Chet- | nown in personal exploits, and humbler pre- 


tle on religious subjects. - Such persons like 
to be brought into public notice, that they 
may appear to have an importance which 
they are conscious they do not merit. 

But it was that charity which thinketh no 


evil; which rejoiceth not in iniquity, but re-|buckle on thy 
joiceth in the truth; and which, operating in | steel—strike, 


tensions in literary warfare. A steel bar of 
small dimensions is his principal weapon, 
'when he chooses to be carnal, and as to his 
| spiritual armour, it is more vulnerable than 
‘paper. Come, then, thou valiant knight, 
armour, resume thy potent 


Or if 


I will return the blow. 


the breast of a pastor in the Catholic church, |to parley be more agreeable, lay down the 


that causes him to behold in every mana friend, 


|bar—incase thyself in the panoply of rea- 


and in every Christian a brother; which in-|son, and let us see what mighty arguments 
duces him to become all} things to all men, |thou canst produce. 


that he may gain all to Christ, and put them | 


in possession of the blessings of that holy 


Hearken, ye elements—ye winds, be still! 
|The champion speaks, and he appears to wish 


religion, of which he is the minister; it was |to speak reasonably; he has weighty il 
this charity which induced this gentleman to tions to make, and he ought to make them. 


humble himself to Mr. Chettle, and in doing |Go on my hero, I will hear and 


answer thee 


so he has at once satisfied his conscience and | with cool deliberation. 
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First Ossection. 


This is against tran-sub-stan-ti-a-tion, a 
long word, a hard word, and a word of diffi- 
cult meaning. I do not wonder at your be- 
ing puzzled, John. But, however, let us re- 
collect that it is not every long word, or hard 
word of difficult meaning, that is without a 
meaning, and acorrect meaning. I need not 
explain the word—Mr. Martyn has done it 
before me. ‘It means,” says John, “ ac- 
cording to Mr. Martyn’s own admission, the 
change of the sacramental bread and wine 
into the real corporeal body and blood of Je- 
sus Christ—the same body and blood that 
were conceived in the womb of the Virgin 
Mary.” Well, then, John, you understand 
it—it is not for words we contend, but for 
things, viz. the Real Presence of Jesus 
Christ in the Holy Eucharist. 

“ This doctrine,” John says, “ has no foun- 
dation in the sacred Scripture.” Has it not? 
Let us examine then. Now fora doctrine to 
have some foundation in the sacred Scrip- 
tures, the Homilies of the church of England, 
and the practice of all churches, assure us it 
is sufficient that it be plainly declared, or 
reasonably deduced therefrom. 

And John will be obliged to admit this 
double rule, or he will find neither the doc- 
trine of the Trinity, Infant Baptism, the 
Christian Sunday, the fallacy of the Real 
Presence and lawfulness of lay-preaching, 
love feasts, class meetings, and of laymen be- 
coming ministers of the church, or adminis- 
tering the Sacraments, and particularly the 
Lord’s Supper. Nay, upon these last points, 
Mr. Wesley was conscious, and positively 
declares that his Laymen were not Clergy- 
men, and had no power to administer any sa- 
crament whatsoever. (Vide Appeal, part iii. 
p- 259.) 

But it is not John’s interest to listen to fa- 
ther Wesley here, any more than to father 
Martyn. We therefere will leave the inspir- 
ed apostle of Methodism as a broacher of er- 
ror, and deduce the opposite doctrine from 
the Scriptures. What a wonderful book this 
Bible is! Every Protestant, from the Right 
Rev. Bishop Hall to the doating Joanna 
Southcott, finds his nonsense in the Bible; 
they agree upon no one thing, except that 
the Church of God is idolatrous, and yet this 


Bible, which teaches all and every one of 


their creeds, is the unalterable word of God. 





ain, at his last supper,—“ This is my 
bode This is my blood.” And St. Paul, 1 
Cor. x. I6. “The Chalice of benediction 
which we bless, is it not the communion of 
the blood of Christ? And the bread which 
we break, is it not the partaking of the body 
of the Lord?” 

With all due deference to the intellects of 
John Chettle, the deduction of the Catholic 
Church from these words is much more con- 
genial to the literal sense of the Scripture, 
and which Dr. Clarke, in his letter to the 
preachers, says, ought always to be studied 





in order to find out the meaning of the Holy 
Ghost, and it is at the same time in confor- 
|mity with the rational deductions and com- 
|mon faith of allthe Fathers\of the Charch, 
and nine-tenths of the Christian world in all 
ages. That this may not appear a petilio 
principti, a begging of the question, I shall 
prove it in the course of this pamphet. 

In order to make it appear, that this can- 
not be the literal sense, John has given us a 
]uminous comment on 1 Cor. 26, 27, 28; and 
on Matt, xxvi. 29. In the former he says, 
“‘ The sacramental elements after.being bless- 
ed are called the bread and the cup.” And 
what of that? Is it not common to call things 
| by the name of their outward appearances al- 
though their nature may be changed? Or to 
name the container for the contained? Mos- 
es changed the water of the Nile into blood, 
and yet he afterwards calls it by its former 
name of water. His rod and the rod of Aa- 
ron were changed into serpents, and yet they 
are called rods. Exod. iii. 12. The pillar of 
salt is called Lot’s wife. Adam is called 
dust—though he was flesh. Angels are call- 
ed men, because they appeared as such. The 
water transubstantiated into wine at the mar- 
riage feast is still called water. The same 
mode of speech Catholics use when speaking 
|of the sacred species—we do not choose al- 
| ways to have the more sacred terms on our 
lips, and, therefore, often. perhaps more gen- 
erally, call them by their former name. In 
|the latter text, Matt. xxvi. 29. Our Saviour 
_said, “‘ He would not henceforth drink of the 
| fruit of the vine till he should drink it new 
with them in the kingdom of his father.””> On 
this text, Mr. Chettle asks this truly simple 
| question, for which any other barber would 
'take him by the nose, and a schoolmaster 
| would flagellate him. Listen, ye learn- 
/ed divines of Oscott, to the tremendous ques- 














| 


it there, for it must go ftotm thé earth’, as itis 
the fruit of the vine, except Jobin be turned 
Swedenborgian, and maintain that vines grow 
in heaven? Reader, I beg your pardon—yo- 
thing but the folly and blasphemy of this bi« 
ble interpreter can justify my sporting even 
with a commentary on the Holy Scriptures, 

If we consider his kingdom, the reign of 
his church on earth; if we behold in him the 
High Priest of our profession—“the Priest for 
ever after the order of Melchisedec,” who of- 
fered:sacrifice in bread and wine as typical 
of the Eucharistic sacrifice; ifhe refers to 
the establishment of this sacrifice in his 
church as the antitype of the passover which 
he was then celebrating, and to himself as the 
High Priest offering up by the hands of his 
subordinate agents, the Priests of his Church, 
this commemorative and no less propitiatory 
sacrifice, under the appearances and species 
of bread and wine; then all is clear and intel- 
ligible; but if understood in this writer’s 
sense, then all is rank nonsense and blasphe- 
my. 

But if nothing more existed to prove the 
fallacy of this writer’s assertion, ‘ that there 
is no foundation for the real presence in the 
scriptures,” his own words are sufficient; for 
in the next page he tells us that “ the great 
stress of the Romish argument rests on the 
positive assertion of our Lord.” What! then, 
there is a positive assertion of our Lord, is 
there? And are the positive assertions of 
our Lord no ground of faith, or even of opi- 
nion? 

This is flatly telling us that Jesus Christ is 
not to be believed on his positive assertion, or 
that when he tells us one thing, we are to be- 
lieve directly the opposite. That the words, 
this is my body, mean, this is not my body. 
What effrontery is this! Out of thy own 
mouth art thou judged, thou wicked servant! 

To help him out of this maze, in which his 
understanding is bewildered, he lays hold of 
the skirts of Dr. Adam Clarke, a man who 
pretends to much learning and biblical re- 
search, but whose bible proves him to be 
principally a copier and a plagiarist, and to 
the honor of the Catholic Church be it spok- 
jen, the best and most learned part is taken 
from Catholic commentators. In many in- 
| stances he acknowledges it, in some he does 
not. His bible is in the Library at Oscott; 
‘Ihave made it a part of my study to collate 
him with our commentators, particularly, with 














Well, at all events, they are as well versed | tion put by this redoubtable knight and most | Cornelius a Lapide, and found repeatedly the 


in deduction as they are in seduction. And 


\learned minister of the Gospel. ‘‘ Was this 


most learned parts of his comment taken ver- 


is there no passage from which a Catholic | language intelligible and honest if he and | batim from that author without an acknow- 
may at least deduce the Real Presence of his | they had been drinking his own blood! And! ledgment! So far for Dr, Clarke’s learning; 
Saviour in the Holy Eucharist? And sure-/ is it not plain, that it was plain wine which | and as to his orthodoxy, the eternal Sonship 


ly a Catholic has as much ri 


his own sense, as a Protestant. What mean 


;sacrament?’’ Well, John, as the question is 


ght to abound in| our Lord had given his disciples in the| will bear him witness. Well, he is a great 


/man among the Methodists, let us see how 


then these powerful words? “I am the liv-|of such importance to you, for I am sure it is| he will help his suppliant understrapper to 


ing bread that came down from heaven. 


If| to nobody else, I will tell you this once. It 


any man eat of this bread he shall live for|is plain, then, that our Saviour was not speak- 


ever, and the bread that I will give is my 
flesh for the life of the world.” 
strove among themselves, saying, how 
this man give us his flesh to eat. 
sus said, “ Verily, verily, I say unto you, ex- 


cept you eat the flesh and drink the blood of 


the Son of Man, you shall not have life in 
you. He that eateth my ffesh and drinketh 
my blood hath everlasting life, and I will 
raise him up at the last day; for my flesh is 
meat indeed, and my blood is drink indeed; 


he that eateth my flesh and drinketh my blood | in heaven, 


abideth in me and I in him.” 






'ing of the wine in the sacrament, but most 


jthe sacramental wine, must he necessarily 
|mean the mere fruit of the vine? Then our 
Lord drinks real wine in his kingdom, does 
he? I should like to be told where this king- 
dom is, on earth, or in heaven? If on earth, 
will John tell us where the feast is kept, and 


| gain the honor of writing a book against a 
| Fopish Priest. 
To shew that the positive assertion of our 


The Jews |likely of the wine in the Paschal supper,| Lord, “This is my body,” does not meat 
can which they eat before the Sacrament was in-|this is my body, thé doctor tells us, “ Our 
Then Je-| stituted: and supposing he was speaking of| 


Lord did not use the Latin words, Hoc est 
sorpus meum, this is my body, as he did not 
speak inthe Latin tongue.” So far, so good; 
we know he did not speak in the Latin 
tongue. But will Dr. Clarke be so obliging 
as to tell us whether the inspired Apostles, 
at least three of them, did not write in the 





Low it agrees with his comment, page 11? If, Greek tongue? Will Dr. Clarke say wheth- 


i should like to knew who imports 


er these words are in the Greek copies, oF 
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not? He knows they are; consequently, the 
Apostles wrote these words: as the words of 
Christ. ‘ 

The question then is, have the Apostles 
given a true translation of the Chaldee-Syri- 
ac words used by our Saviour? Ifthey have 
not, the Evangelists have corrupted the words 
of Christ and deceived his Church, and this 
the great doctor indirectly asserts, when he 
asserts that Jesus Christ did not say what his 
Apostles have declared he did say!! But the 
doctor tries to explain himself by stating, that 
“in the Hebrew-Chaldee and Chaldee-Syri- 
aclanguages, there is no term which expresses 
the words “to signify, or denote.”” Was this 
sentence written by Dr. Clarke, or John Chet- 
tle? It is a most bungling one, and a disgrace 
tothe literary head of the man who produced it. 
Well, we must take it as we findit. ‘‘ There 
isno term which expresses the words, to mean 
signify, or denote, though both the Greek 
and the Latin abound with them”!! Well, 
then, either the Apostles did not understand 
their Lord, or the language ia which they 
wrote; or they might easily have supplied the 
“signify, or denote, as the Greek tongue 
abounds with these terms.” Let the doctor 
and his man John take which horn of the di- 
lemma they please. If the Apostles did not 
understand their Lord, they were not inspir- 
ed; and if they did understand him, but not 
the language in which they wrote; or if they 
wilfully omitted a term, which they might ea- 
sily have supplied, and which supply would 
have prevented the error of the universal 
Church, then they were both presumptuous 
and uninspired; behold to what a goal we 
are brought by this understrapper and his 
master doctor. 

For the purpose of ridding themselves of 
this acknowledged positive assertion of our 
Lord, hoc est corpus meum., or as the Greek 
has it rere ect To cwue ws they deny the inspira- 
tion of the Apostles, and of the gospels writ- 
ten by them, and if one part be false the 
whole may be false. I cannot dismiss this 
subject without exposing another trick of the 
doctor in this confused quotation. He insin- 
uates that because the gospels were not ori- 
ginally written in Latin, the words hoc est 
corpus meum are not the same in the Greek 
copies, or else he wishes to insinuate that 
none of the gospels were written either in 
Greek, or Latin! What other intention 
could he have in saying, ‘‘ as much stress has 
been laid on this quotation, as if the original 
of the three Evangelists had been written in 
the Latin language.” The fact is, only three 
Evangelists, SS. Matthew, Mark, and Luke, 
relate these words of our Lord, and he knows 
well, that SS. Mark and Luke, as well as St. 
John, wrote in the Greek language; St. Mat- 
thew is the only one who wrote in Syriac, or 
Hebrew. And he knows, or may know, that 
St. Jerom translated the Latin Vulgate from 
the Hebrew, and Greek originals, before 
those originals were lost. Our present Greek 
texts are copies, and yet these copies printed 
and re-printed by Protestants have the same 
reading, hoc est corpus meum. St. Paul, who 
says he had his doctrine from Christ himself, 
gives the same words, 1 Cor. xi. 24. All 
the versions have the same reading. All the 
fathers, yea, all the world have acknowledg- 
ed their authenticity. Nor dares Dr. Clarke 
in bis Bible text give any other, Neither 
the Apostles, nor the learned, therefore, in 


any age have rendered the text ‘ Panis hic 
corpus meum significat, or Symbolum est c 

rig mei.” i, eT is bread signifies, or is tha 
symbol, or figure of My Body. The whole isa 
fraud practised on the illiterate and unwary. 

As to the texts John has huddled together 
to shew that the Jews and our Divine Saviour 
often spoke figuratively, it is all trash; we 
know as well as he that they often spoke figu- 
ratively, but then there was always some cir- 
cumstance shewing it to be figurative. Eve- 
ry instance of this is either marked by the 
scope of the passage, or by a “ signify, or 
denote,”’ so when our Lord tell his disciples, 
I am the vine—he adds, ye are the branches, 
I am the way, if any man walk therein, &c. 
The kingdom of heaven is likened to a field; 
the kingdom of heaven is likened to ten Vir- 
gins; the kingdom of heaven is likened to a 
grain of mustard seed, &c. &c. But in speak- 
ing tothe Jews of his body and blood, and in- 
stituting the Eucharist at the last supper, it 
is all posilive assertion, and he. let the people 
depart complaining, “ it is a hard saying who 
can hear it.” But what hard saying is there 
in John’s interpretation? Had our Saviour 
thus explained himself, the people would not 
have complained. 

Our author next tries to enlist Tertullian 
on his side; but I will tell him that could he 
make Tertullian a Protestant, it would not 
injure our cause a single jot, as Tertullian 
is known to have become a Montanist here- 
tic, and therefore cannot be admitted by me 
as a:test of truth, but only as a witness of his 
time. However, Tertullian will not serve 
the knight’s purpose. Tertullian, says he, 
lived in the third century, and seems to have 
had a correct notion of our Lord’s words, 
where he says, ‘“ having taken the bread and 
distributed that body to his disciples, he made 
it his body by saying, this is my body, 1. e. 
the figure of my body.” Made it his body 
by saying this is my body—this I can under- 
stand; but that he made it his body by say- 
ing, this is the figure of my body, is beyond 
my comprehension—lIt is a contradiction in 
terms, at least in our author’s sense. What- 
ever God makes a thing, or declares it to be, 
that we are sure it is, whether a figure, or 
reality; but as Tertullian unites the figure 
and the reality together in the cited passage, 
it is evident, either the original is mistaken, 
or he intended to shew that Christ made the 
bread both his body and the figure of it. The 
learned on the works of this early writer pro- 
nounce it an hyperbate, or transposition, and 
give other instances of the same nature, as 
Christus Mortuus est, id est, unctus: Christ is 
dead, 2. e. anointed, instead of Christ, that is, 
anointed, is dead. Again, Aperiam in para- 
bolam aurem meam, id, est, sumilitudinem. I 
will open to a parable my ear, 4. e. a simili- 
tude. In the cited passage, he is speaking 
of bread being a figure of Christ under the 
old law, and he says it would not have been 
a figure if he had not a true body, and that 
this figure he made it into his body by say- 
ing, This is my body; so that he refers the 
figure to the Hoc, quod fecit figura corporis 
met est corpus meum. And had we not this 
key tothe passage, the scope of his argument 
would show that he never intended to say 
that the bread was not made the body of 
Christ. Mr. Chettle himself, page 13th, 
states the grounds of Tertullian’s argument. 





Lord’s body was nota mere phantom, or ap- 
pearance, but a real body, and he assigns, as 
a reason, that the sacrament is a figure, or 
image of his body; but if there be an image, 
he must have a real body. His words are 
these, The bread which our Saviour took and 
distributed to his disciples he made his own 
body, by saying, This is my body, i. e. the 
figure, or image of my body, but it could not 
have been the figure of his body, if he had 
not had a real body. From this statement, 
had there been no transposition it would have 
been evident that Tertullian calls the Bless- 
ed Sacrament an image, or figure only as to 
its outward properties and externab objects, 
all which certainly are figurative. As Christ 
is invisibly present, the outward accidents 
are commemorative signs, or images of. him 
and of what he is to the soul, viz. the hidden 
manna, the bread of life, the victim and aton- 
ing sacrifice for sin. Could we now apply’to 
Tertullian for his meaning, he would tell us, 
as many other parts ot his writings tell us, 
that he never meant to deny the Real Pre- 
sence of Christ under these images, or signs, 
he only meant to shew that these signs were 
proofs of Christ’s having a real: body. But 
the fact is, we as much need an infallible in- 
terpreter of the Fathers as we do of the Holy 
Scriptures. These Bible-mongers mutilate 
the writings of the Fathers’ and garble their 
sense as they do the Scriptures. 

Perhaps John Chettle has read somewhere 
or other, that a thing cannot be at once the 
image aod the reality, but I will prove by.an 
argumentum ad hominem, that it can. For 
instance. ‘John Chettle is the very form 
and image of a rude, uncultivated man, and 
he is the very man of which he is the image. 

As to his questions, whether Christ accom- 
plished his promise, St, John, vi. 51, at his 
last supper, or not? Whether it be consis- 
tent with common sense, or not? Whether 
the twelve, or eleven apostles (for he appears 
not to know which) were “all the world, or 
not? These are too sapient, or, as they say 
at Walsall, too soft, to require an answer. 
But the next difficulty, which we find in page 
9th, sets this dapper man quite fast. His in- 
tellects are all in commotion, like the atoms 
of Epicurus, always supposed to move in 
right lines, yet always forming acurve. Now 
dancing in wild confusion—now jumbled to- 
gether in one unsightly mass, and again dis- 
satisfied with their situation, they burst asun-< 
der in terrific sort into their former chaos of 
orderly disorder. Methinks I see this wretch- 
ed wight holding his head with both his hands 
to prevent an explosion, and trying to catch 
a clear and distinct idea of something, as an 
ideot tries to catch flies. Well, he has got 
one at last, and has succeeded to pen it on 
paper. 

his is it—“ If he, i. e. Christ had given 
his flesh for the life of the world in his last 
supper, then his blood was shed before his 
crucifixion, and a propitiatory sacrifice offer- 
ed to God before he died on the cross, What 
strange divinity is this, that sets aside the 
necessity of the death of Christ, and deprives 
that death of all virtue as an atonement.”’ 
Goodness, what an idea is this! It has Jess 
of value and less of wisdem than the idiot’s 
fly! It was begotten by chaos, and brought 
forth by confusion, And then he calls on 
Mr. Martyn to answer his nonsense. I 





He was arguing against Marcion that our 


have often heard it said, a simpleton may 
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propose a question which a wise man cannot 
answer. , 
[To BE CONTINUED.) 


THE JESUIT. 
BOSTON, DECEMBER 4, 1830. 














LETTERS RECEIVED THIS WEEK FROM 
Mr. L. Smith, Sec. Theol. Sem. Auburn, N. Y.—Mr. 
Michael Quigley, Quebec. 


The Rev. Sermonizer of Hingham, shall 
hear from us in our next. We shall also say 
a word tothe Boston Recorder in the same 
Number. 








We were horror-struck a few days ago, on 
the perusal of an Article in one of the Bos- 
ton Papers, called “The Christian Watch- 
man.” The object of the Article evidently 
was to excite a detestation of the Principles 
and Morality of the Holy Catholic Church, 
and to rouse the animosity and deadly hatred 
of the ignorant, yet well meaning part of our 
Republican fellow-citizens against the mem- 
bers of the aged, and Apostolic Religion, the 
Spouse of Christ, and Mother of Saints! The 
base, and wicked calumny, we were convinc- 
ed, would be instantly deprecated and frowned 
down by the intelligent, liberal, virtuous and 
truly religious portion of the American Com- 
munity; when they reflected upon the sour- 
ces whence the damning libel came. Nor 
have we been disappointed. Yes, the read- 
ing, and thinking Public must have thrown 
from them in disgust,the base and unprincipled 
Prints that gave currency to an infernal re- 
port of the kind, and exclaimed, “why is it that 
Heresy must have recourse to lies to prop 
up its tottering cause? Why not at once em- 
brace Revealed Truth in all its simple and 
attractive beauty, rather than cleave to the 
meretricious imposture of the Reformation?” 
So we say— 

Our readers cannot have forgotten the un- 
qualified slanders and scandalous misrepre- 
sentations concerning our Divine Religion 
which have, from time to time, characterised 
the columns of “ The Christian Watchman,” 
nor the triumphs which Catholic Faith tore 
away from her aumerous adversaries, in the 
course of the last year—adversaries, who ne- 
ver fight with arms argumentative; but place 
as much confidence in sweeping assertions, 
and bare-faced falsehoods as ever did the un- 
eircumscised Philistine in his massive club! 

Mr. Howard Malcom, a Baptist Minister 
of this city, undertook in the year 1829, to 
favor the world with an Edition of a work 
which he called “ The Imitation of Christ, in 
three Books by “ Thomas a Kempis!!”’ 

In the 2ist Number, Vol. 1, of “The Je- 
suit,” we commented upon this New Baptist 
Edition; shewed the dishonesty of embowel- 
ling, enterlarding and perverting the valua- 


ble Original; nay, of amputating the entire 
of the Fourth Book, which essentially belongs 
to the work; and which has ever been justly 
considered by the Faithful asthe grand Focal 
Point in which the Three Books concentrate. 
In fact, this Fourth Book may be considered 
as essential to them, as the New Testament 
isto the Old, for the fulfilment, perfection 
and understanding of the latter. We proved 
that Mr. Malcom did not give a faithful ver- 
sion of the Latin Original even in the Three 
Books of his ‘“‘ New Edition;” and that this 
proceeded either from his ignorance of the 
Latin, or a wilful perversion of the Text. In 
a word, we analysed his Preface in such a 
manner, by scriptural arguments, we upset 
his false positions with such unanswerable 
force, that he never ventured to take up the 
gauntlet in defence of his abortive bantling! 
He, according to his own words, “retained no 
sentiment, which, it was thought, could offend 
the most scrupulous Protestant ear,” and thus 
sacrificed at the shrine of Protestantism, we 
will not add at the expense of conscience,whole 
passages, and chapters and an entire Book 
which contained “ the sentiments” and belief, 
not only of “ a PopishMonk,” and “ Catholic 
recluse,” but of the venerable Church of 
Christ! 

What effect our Critique has had upon the 
sale of his Edition we cannot say: but we 
distinctly remember to have recommended to 
the Protestant Community, the correct and 
faithful version of Thomas a Kempis, by the 
enlightened and pious Bishop Challoner, of 
London. 

We, moreover, stated the probability of our 
commenting, at some leisure moment, upon 
a Bible Dictionary, (240 pages 12mo.) which 
was compiled by the same gentleman, into 
which he infused, as far as he could, the 
poison and cant of the Reformation, for the 
spiritual nourishment of the Baptist youth; 
but on mature consideration, we were con- 
vinced that, notwithstanding the few Puffs it 
had received from the few Sectarian papers 
at that time, it would eventually be puffed in- 
to the tomb of oblivion, whither we have 
thought proper to consign it. 

The Comments, however, which we made 
upon Mr. Malcom’s “ Thomas a Kempis,”’ 
did produce an effect upon the public mind; 
and he may have thanked his Preface and 
his unwarrantable mutilations for it. 

In the following communication, therefore, 
although we certainly give him credit for the 
apparent candor which has caused him to ap- 
pear before the Public, and to condemn the 
dishonesty and profligate conduct of the un- 
principled ‘ Protestant”? of New York, we 
consider it a solemn duty which we owe our- 
selves, our Holy Religion, and the world, to 


ing insinuation which in his concluding sen- 
tence he evidently endeavors to produce 

on the mind of the reader. We shall first 
introduce the Article, and then say a word, 
or two by way of comment upon it:— 


FROM THE CHRISTIAN WATCHMAN, 


“ Them that sin, rebuke before all, that others, 
may fear.”’ 1 Tim. v, 20. 

The “ Protestant,” published at New-York, 
contained, more than a month ago, a query 
from a correspondent, whether a certain ru- 
mour in regard to my having been visited and 
threatened with murder by a Roman Catho- 
lic, were true. Any considerate editor would 
have declined publishing such a query, and: 
after ascertaining the facts, would then have 
published them, or not, as seemed best. In- 
stead of this, the exaggerated rumour wag 
spread before the public, with remarks by the 
editor, in which he stated his conviction that 
the rumour was “strictly correct,””—spoke 
of a“ Roman Catholic assassin,’”’—told his 
readers to remember that “‘ no Roman would 
dare to engage in such wickedness without 
the prior sanction, or order of his priest and 
confessor,” and concluded by calling upon 
Lme ‘ by the endeared claim of Christian ami- 
ty, as well as by the urgency of the case, as- 
pect of the times, and duty as a fearless Pro- 
testant minister of Jesus of Nazareth, to de- 
clare this matter in full.” 

I felt displeased at being thus dragged be- 
fore the public in a periodical, which I always 
considered as disreputable and injurious, and 
hesitated for some time whether to answer, or 
not. As I presumed, however, that the story, 
as he had given it, would go the rounds of the 
papers, I finally deemed it proper to make a 
statement of the occurrence, and did so ina 
communication, a copy of which is below. 

Instead of honorably publishing this com- 
munication, he omitted a third of it; added 
several “ verys” to increase the force of m 
language; makes me say ‘ church of Rome,’ 
instead of “church of Christ,” which was 
the term used by my visitor; instead of “ Ca- 
tholicity,” (the term which Catholics choose 
to give their doctrine, and which I adopt on 
the principle of calling every sect by the name 
iu prefers,) he puts “* Romanism,” an epi- 
thet they detest; and suppresses my declara- 
tion, that the man seemed ‘“ pleased”’ to find 
himselt mistaken. ‘This attempt to make my 
piece breathe the spirit of invective, I resist, 
and will not silently allow such a feeling to 
be attributed to me. Strenuously as I mean 
to advocate the principles of the Reforma- 
tion, and severely as I may suffer for so do- 
ing; 1 hope ever to be preserved: from an 
unkind spirit toward any portion of my fel- 
low men, and from using any language which 
must bear this construction. I will only add, 
by way of Christian admonition, that the edi- 
tor greatly errs, in supposing that the cause 
of the Redeemer can ever be advanced by 
a paper conducted in the temper which chat- 
acterizes ‘the Protestant.” H. Marco. 

Boston, November 22, 1830. 





On returning from a journey a few days 
ago, I found on my table a No. of “ the Pro- 
testant,’”” containing a communication from a 
correspondent, asking information respecti 
a report he had heard of my being visited an 
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this communication you append various re- 
marks, and call on me for a declaration of 
the facts in the case. The affair in question 
happened nearly a year ago, but was never 
mentioned by me, unless I was questioned 
about ‘it, but at one time, when only two, or 
three persons were present. I never regard- 
ed it as seriously as others seemed to do. The 
facts are briefly these. A person of common 
appearance, but fluent and confident, called 
on me, and without introducing himself, made 
numerous angry and impertinent observations 
respecting my edition of Thomas a Kempis’s 
Imitation of Christ, in which every thing of- 
fensive to Protestant ears is omitted, and re- 
specting certain pieces in the Christian Watch- 
mon, in reply to articles in the Jesuit. He 
warned me to beware how I opposed the 
Church of Christ, assuring me that I could 
do itno harm, and admonishing me with sig- 
nificant shrugs, that if I persisted, “there 
were more ways than one in which I could be 
made to suffer for it.”” Though I had pub- 
lished some thoughts on the general sub- 
ject of Catholicity, the pieces he alluded to 
were not by me. At the close, therefore, of 
adisagreeable conversation, I told him that 
Thad never replied to any thing which had 
appeared in the Jesuit. He seemed as- 
tonished and pleased—made apologies, and 
left the study, assuring me that he would 
“see to it that not a hair of my head should 
be hurt.” The Jesuit THENCEFORTH CEAS- 
ED ABUSING MB, and I heard no more of my 
visitor.”’ 

Now to the “‘ facts” —Who was this “ per- 
son of common appearance, but fluent and) 
confident??? A poor, but harmless creature 
of the name of Nicholas Holley, who has for 
a considerable time past, labored under Hie- 
ro-mania, or a mental derangement in Reli- 


longs. But the man is so harmless and gen- 
tle in his general bearing, and so plausible 
on every subject except religion, that any 
sensible man at the first interview, would in- 
deed be forced, notwithstanding “ the signi- 
ficant shrugs,” to confess that this individual 
was far from being dangerous, or malicious. 
An additional proof of this man’s alienation 
of mind is the fact of his having devoted an 
entire day and nearly half a night in tran- 
scribing out of a correct and faithful transla- 
tion, the Fourth Book of “ Thomas a Kempis,” 
which he intended to present to the same Mr. 
Malcom! He grew tired, as it may be well 
supposed, before he had finished it, and as 
we have subsequently understood, with his 
nerves thus excited, (for he is known to be a 
very temperate man, though not a member, 
or a friend to modern Temperance Societies) 
he waited upon Mr. Malcom, who, we may 
well conceive from our previous remarks and 
Holley’s subsequent opinion upon his mutila- 
ted Edition, felt alittle nervous too. And 
yet Mr. Malcom states that the affair was ne- 
ver mentioned by him unless he was question- 
ed about it! Did not Mr. Malcom know at 
the time (let him appeal to his conscience) 
that the “‘ two, or three persons” who “ were 
present,” were unfriendly, we will add, hos- 
tile to the Catholic Religion and to Catho- 
lics? 

Was he not morally certain of the syste- 
matic prejudice and hatred which Sectarian 
Ministers did and do bear to our aged and 
Apostolic Institutions? Was he not convinc- 





gious matters. Whether the sanguinary atro- 


ed that the “‘ two, or three persons” in ques- 


cities which the devouring lion of British tion would propagate and exaggerate the re- 
Protestantism had so long committed, in Great port? Love of self and human respect, will 
Britain and Ireland, (of which latter place | of course induce him not to commit himself 
this poor fellow is a native) served as the ex-| before the Public, but the mofive and convic- 
citing, or predisposing cause of his mental tion will be made manifest at the day of Judg- 


hallucination, we shall not undertake to de-| 


termine; but it is evident from the Register 


of the McLane Insane Hospital, in Charles- | 
town, that he had been an inmate of that In-| 
stitution, @ long time before he waited upon’ 


Mr. Malcom. 


dual about a year ago, entered the Book 


ment. 


But we think that we can perceive another 
glaring, we will add, a most flagitious incon- 
sistency inthe conduct of Mr. Malcom. He 
set out by deprecating the proverbial dishones- 


ity of “ the Protestant,” whose Editor is un- 
It can also be proved that the same indivi- , 


fortunately more like an Incarnate Imp, than 
an inhabitant of this planet; and he finally 


Store of Mr. Mooney, our Agent inthis city;) winds up by stating that after the said 


took off his shoes and stockings, and called 
the two sons of Mr. Mooney who were at the 
time in the store, to witness “the prints of 
the nails in his feet,” thereby giving them to 
understand that he was the Messiah! 

There are very few Ladies and Gentlemen 
in Boston, who employ this man as Glazier, 
or Window-washer, that are not aware of his 
eccentricity. He is known to. declare that 
he has been frequently favored with celestial 
Visions and commanded to preach. His mo- 
no-mania, however, is best known to his poor 
family and the congregation to which he be- 


Holley had been assured that he (Mr. Mal- 
com) “ had never replied to any thing which 


had appeared in the Jesuit,” “The Jesuit 


thenceforth ceased abusing” him, and that he 
heard no more of his visitor!! Thus Mr. 
Malcom, a Calvinistic Baptist Parson con- 
cludes—and his conclusion is as execrable as 
it is uncharitable. Seeing that he had been 
stript, and justly, even of the common merit 
of book-making, and that after much time and 
labor “ at paste and seissars,” the public 
have not recompensed him with a suitable 





equivalent of fame, or money, he, like the 


treacherous and routed Parthian, flings back 
his poisoned steel against the valorous Ro- 
man; which would seem to show at once the 
wretchedness of his cause, and the blackness 
of his design.—But, Catholicity incased in 
the panoply of heaven, suffers such weapons 
to pass by her like the idle wind which’ she 
respects not; she is not afraid of that arrow 
which flieth in the day, of the business that 
walketh about in the dark, of invasion, or of 
the noon-day devil; and why? Because 
Eternal Truth has compassed her with a 
shield, “ and the gates of hell,” including ma- 
licious insinuations, misrepresentations, ‘and 
anti-christian slanders, “‘ shall never prevail 
against her.”” Our Religion would indeed 
be unworthy of its Celestial Origin, had “‘ The 
Jesuit” been awed by Mr. Malcom and the 
entire host of heresy. Could it be, we would 
‘¢ sooner bay the moon,” than be such Roman 
Catholics. 





Let the true Philosopher contrast this moral tragedy of 
London with the picture which she presented to the world 
before the impious Reformation, and he must exclaim, 
O! Tempora! O! Mores! Ed. Jes. 

From Dr. Tuckerman’s Report for 1830. 

CRIMES OF LONDON IN 1829, 


‘ There are probably,’ says a writer of a 
Treatise on the Police and Crimes of Lon- 
don, ’70,000 persons in the metropolis, who 
live by theft and fraud. Most of them have 
children, who, as a matter of course, follow 
the example of their parents, and recruit the 
general mass of mendicity, prostitution and 
delinquency. This is the chief source of ju- 
venile delinquents; who are also augmented 
by children abandoned by the profligate 
among the working classes, by those of poor 
debtors in confinement, of paupers without 
settlement, and by a few wayward spirits from 
reputable families, who leave their homes 
without cause, or from the neglect, or the 
misfortune of their natural protectors. Chil- 
dren of this description are found in every 
part of the metropolis; especially in the vici- 
nity of the theatres, the market places, the 
parks, and fields, and outskirts of the town. 
Many of them belong to organized gangs of 
depredators, and are in the ae vd employ 
and training of older thieves. hers obtain 
a precarious subsistence by begging, running 
errands, selling playbills, picking pockets, 
and pilfering from shops and stalls. Some 
of them never know what it is to be in a bed. 
They lodge in sheds, under stalls and piazzas, 
and about brick-kilns. They have no homes. 
Others have homes, either with their parents, 
or in obscure lodging-houses; but to which 
they cannot return, unless the day’s poms 3 6 
or crime has produced a stipulated sum.—it 
is from the thousands of children so situated, 
that the chief mass of criminals is derived, 
who fill our prisons, the hulks, and convict 
settlements. It is a most extraordinary fact, 
that half the number of persons convicted of 
crime have not attained the age of discretion. 
During the last seven years, out of 16,427 
commitments in the county of Surry, 7,292 
wero under twenty years of age; 370 under 
twelve years of age; and several of these 











were not more than eight, or ten years old.’ 
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POVERTY AND CRIME IN BOSTON, &c. 
Another cause of this tendency is, the fa- 
cilities which cities, in proportion to the num- 
ber of their inhabitants, furnish to the indul- 
gence of the grossest appetites, propensittes 
and passions. Amidst the tens and hundreds 
of thousands brought together here, compre- 
hending every diversity of character, there 
will-be found those who wiil be ready to cater 
to every base inclination, while there are any 
to indulge such inclinations, and to support 
those who will pander to them. The small- 
est village may indeed have its tavern, and 
its dram-shops. But the sereened soda-shop, 
the gambling house, the theatre as it has been, 
and the brothel, can be profitable establish- 
ments, and can be maintained, only where 
there is a very considerable extent of profli- 
gacy, and of moral corruption. Nor can 
these establishments exist in a city, and be 
patronized by the rich, without extending their 
deadly influence tothe poor; or be supported 
by those who are advanced in life, and who 
if any measure give the tone to public man- 
ners, without drawing into their vortex the 
light and frivolous among the young, and se- 
dacing them to dishonesty to obtain the means 
of these guilty gratifications. And while 
establishments of this kind are the marks and 
evidences of a low state of moral sentiment, 
of vice leading to poverty in its worst form, 
they are also the instruments and means of 
indefinitely increasing the very evils in which 
they originate. 
ain; a large amount is annually added 
to the poverty and crime of our country, and 
especially of our cities, by the large masses 
of foreign poor, which are continually thrown 
upon us. Poverty and vice have thus been 
increased in Boston, far less than in some of 
our cities. But any one who has thought 
but little of the subject, and will look into it, 
will, I think, soon be convinced, that it de- 
serves more of his attention than he has giv- 
en to it.—Ibid. 





Election of EDWARD KAVANAGH, Esq. 





We rejoice at the election of this merito- 
rious Gentlemen to the 22d Congress of our 
National Legislature from the State of Maine. 
He will, we have not the least doubt, prove 
himself worthy of his trust, and realize by 
the republican purity of his conduct, the ex~ 
pectations of his friends. 

He has had many difficulties to encounter 
from the ignorant and foolish prejudices, as 
well as crafty, and wicked designs of his 
enemies. His election, however, is a happy 
siga of the times, and may be considered as 
an Era in that section of our Union, to which 
Religious Liberty will, we hope, recur with 
pleasure. 

The most unholy means had been adopted 
to prevent the election of this Gentleman. 
The nature of our Paper prevents us from 
expressing our opinion of the constitutional, 
and strictly republican orthodoxy of his poli- 
tical creed; but we cannot too strongly de- 
precate the sinister efforts, which the narrow 
selfishness, and anti-republican mancuvring 
of bis Pharisaical enemies brought into the 
field against him. One of his crimes was, 
that he was the son of an Irishman!!! Is it 
not an honor to be so? What nation under 
the canopy of heaven has produced greater 











and better men, more sterling Patriots, and 
determined foes to despotism? Whut tras not 
Ireland achieved for the liberties of this 
young couatry? Are not the names of some 
of Ireland’s sons, and of their descendants 
proudly emblazoned on the glorious scutch- 
eon of American Freedom to the terror of 
foreign and domestic tyranny? Cannot Irish 
blood be traced in the veins of some of the 
Chief Warriors, and Orators and Statesmen 
and of the very President of our happy Union? 

Mr. Kavanagh, to add to his crime, isa 
Roman Catholic!! Yes, and a prowling wolf 
of the Education Society, a posting dealer 
in spurious Bibles and lying Tracts, made it 
square with his arrangements to visit the po- 
litical battle ground previous to the contest, 
and got into a pulpit to launch his heretical 
thunders against Mr. Kavanagh and his dire 
maledictions against the people; who, were 
they to return such a candidate, would inevi- 
tably be overrun by a torrent of Catholicity!!! 
Happy Education, Bible, Tract, Domestic 
and Foreign Missionary Societies! What a 
tender, generous concern you all feel for the 
solid interests of mankind! What light, and 
science may not America and all the nations 
of the earth expect from your machinations 
against liberty and religion! Why will not 
reflecting and patriotic Americans look to 
the movements of these Societies? What 
atrocities have not been committed under the 
mask of Religion by spurious Reformers 
since the days of Luther and Calvin down to 
the present time? Why will so many thous- 
ands of poor children be suffered to want 
bread and clothing and the elements of Edu- 
cation at home, and sensible Americans suf- 
fer themselves to be choused out of so many 
hundreds, thousands of dollars, by a set of iti- 
nerant solicitors, under the specious pretext 
of carrying light (nonsense) to the Heathen? 
American credulity and injustice should not 
be thus allowed to degenerate into a Pro- 
verb—Let then charity begin at home. Let 
a truly useful and christian education diffuse 
its vivifying rays throughout the land; let the 
moral sentiments and convictions of the ho- 
nest and wise of every creed scout from the 
nation those beggarly and impoverishing 
schemes. Let a plan be devised for the ame- 
lioration of the people, and the greater secu- 
rity of republican freedom. It is the duty of 
Government to look to it; and in the mean 
time let not America confound the jargon and 
cant of Sectarianism with the cheering and 
consistent doctrine of the Cross. 
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TRUE RELIGION. 

Wherein the scandalous falsehoods of uy1wG Fox’s 
mock-Martyrology are exposed. 
[CONTINUED FROM PAGE 103.—no. 13.] 

March 9th. Thomas Hytton, martyr. He 
was taken at Gravesend, on suspicion of 
stealing clothes from a hedge. He suffered 
at Maidstone, in Kent, under king Henry 
VIII. (1) 

10th. Thomas Bilnay, martyr. He retract- 
ed his errors, and died a Roman Catholic. 

i2th. Edward Freeze, Confessor. This man 
was mad, and died in that state: 

23rd. Thomas Cranmer, Archbishop of Can- 
lerbury, marlyr,—was a most wicked and per- 





(1) Sir Thomas More Pref, Ans. of Tyndall. 


juréd man; guilty of blasphemy, incontinen- 


cy, heresy, high-treason, rebellion and mur- 
der. (1) 

April ist. Robert Hatches, Archer and 
Hawkins, martyrs. 

2nd. Thomas Bond, martyr. 

3rd. Wrigsham, martyr. 

4th. Lansdale, martyr. 

5th. Mrs. Smith, widow, martyr. Th 
martyrs, says Fox, p. 887, were put to death 
for nothing else only because they had taught 
their children the Lord’s prayer, the creed, 
and the ten commandments in English. Rj. 
diculous; for every man of sense knows, that 
the Catholics in England always teach their 
children their prayers in English. These peo 
ple suffered under king Henry VIII. not fo 
teaching their children the Lord’s prayer, &e, 
but for holding the errors of the Lollards and 
the Lutherans. 

8th. William Flower, minister, martyr,— 
This wretch stabbed a priest, the Rev. Gir 
John Cheltam, at the altar at St. Margaret’s, 
Westminster; and he even thanked God that 
he had committed this horrible crime, “of 
which,” he says, “ I repent not.’’ (2) 

May 2nd. John Huss; martyr. He wasa 
seditious priest, of Prague, who commenced 
reformer in Behemia, as Luther did after 
wards in Germany. 

3rd. Heronymus Savonarola, martyr. This 


was an Italian friar, put to death in Florence | 


for raising seditious riots in the common- 
wealth; though in all matters of religion he 
agreed exactly with the Catholic church (3) 

4th. Dominick, martyr; a friar of the same 
order in Florence, executed for joining the 
riots, but who died in the Catholic faith. 

5th. Sylvester, martyr; another friar of the 
same order, in Florence. He was taken by 
“the magistrate upon the slaughter of one 
Francisco Valori, murdered in that tumult; 
was executed for the same, but died a Catho- 
lic.” (4 

6th. Friar Roy, martyr. He was a friar 
put to death in Portugal; but whether it was 
for theft, murder, or any thing else, Fox says 
he cannot tell. (5) 

ith. Robert Kinge, martyr. This man was 
condemned for theft and sacrilege; he robbed 
the church of Dover-Court, in Kent; and was 
hanged in chains for the same by order of 
Justice, in the time of king Henry VIII. 

8th. Kobert Debdam, martyr. This man 
was also hanged for the same robbery and 
sacrilege, inthe church of Dover-Court. 

9th. Nicholas Marsh, martyr, The third 
thief, hanged for the robbery and sacrilege, 
committed in the same church. (6) 

23d. William Morant, martyr; a seditious 
man, who went about te raise a rebellion. 

24th. Stephen Gratrick, martyr; another 
fellow of similar character, who tried to raise 
tumults against the bishops. (7) 

June Ist. Hierome, of Prague, martyr. He 
was an associate with John Huss. Before 
their time, the Catholic university at Prague 
had nearly 30,000 scholars, with their ge 
dants, till Hierome and his master Huss 

pipeline 

(1) See Lampriere Biog. Dr. Mil. Lett.Preb, 

(2) Fox, p. 630. 

(3) Guiccerdine’s His, L. 3. p. 99. 


(4) Guic. Paulus Javin’s Life of Leo X. Coveus 7. 
part hist. Itali. 


(5) Fox, p. 936. 
(6) F. Parsons, 8rd part of 8 Con. of Eng. p. 466. 








(7) F, Parsons, 3rd part of 3 Con. of Eng p. 478. 
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Caused a rebellion among them. In conse- 
quence of which, more than 24,000 German 
scholars left within eight days; which entire- 
ly ruined the colleges, and the town of Prague. 
al) After this he began to defend the opin- 
jons of Wickliffe, which brought on rebel- 
lions, tumults and bloodshed, in every place; 
and these rebellions were afterwards kept up 
by the rebel Zisca, another saint of Fox’s 
church, whom we have mentioned on the 5th 
of February. 

Thus, we have gone through six months of 
Fox’s calendar; and I have not mentioned 
one quarter of his falsehoods: the other six 
months are quite asbad. You see then what 
abook this is, which Protestants so much 
boast of. These saints of his were nothing 
but a set of deluded, rebellious, impious and 
blasphemous wretches, most of them put to 
death by the law of the land where they re- 
sided, for their crimes. Many of them were 
condemned for their lewd lives, conspiracies, 
rebellion and murder: some for witchcraft 
and conjuring: others for sacrilege and theft, 
and even for flatly denying Christ himself.— 
In fact, ‘‘ to call a man one of Fox’s saints, 
isbecome the same as to call him a great 
rogue.” (2) What a pretty set of saints then, 
are those to boast of! Surely every sensi- 
ble Protestant must be ashamed of such saints 
as those. 

Q. Has Almighty God favored Protestants 
with the gift of miracles, to shew that he was 
pleased with their new religion? 

A. Some of them indeed have attempted 
to work miracles, but failed in the attempt. 
In 1545, Luther undertook to cast a devil out 
of a young girl of Misnea, at Wittemberg; 
but, like the Jewish exorcists, Acts, xix 16, 
the demon assaulted, and seriously hurt both 
Luther and his companions. Staphylus, see- 
ing the devil hold his master, Luther, by the 
throat, endeavored to leave the room, but 
could not turn the lock; so picking up a hat- 
chet which the clerk had thrown through the 
window, he hewed down the door and scam- 
pered off. (3) Again, Bolsec in the Life of 
Calvin, c. 1, and L. Surius, in his Chron, re- 
lates, that Calvin bribed a man, whose name 
was Brunean, to counterfeit himself dead, 
that he might raise him to life; after some 
prayers, Calvin taking him by the hand, com- 
manded him in the name of our Lord to arise; 
but all in vain, for Brunean was really dead, 
and all the prayers of Calvin and his saints 
could not restore him to life. Upon this, 
Brunean’s wife became distracted with grief, 
and declared that her husband was alive when 
he made the bargain, but now, she exclaim- 
ed, “he is as dead as a nit, and as ccld as a 
stone.” Moreover, in the reign of queen Ma- 
ty, the Protestants pretended that there was 
a spirit in an old stone wall at Aldersgate, 
that spoke many wonderful things. The spi- 
rit spoke in a solemn tone, and declared, that 
it came down from heaven, to authorize the 





this trick over, when they bring forward a 
young man, of the,age and features of Ed- 
ward VI., declaring that the young king was 
risen from the dead, and that Mary must be 
expelled, and the king replaced upon the 
throne again! This pretended king was a 
young impostor of the name of Fetherston. 
(1) So much for Protestant miracles, 

As for the tokens of the Divine favor, in 
reading Baker’s Chronicle, Dr. Heylin’s his- 
tory of the Reformation, and other Protes- 
tant writers, we find a succession of wonder- 
ful things that have happened since the re- 
formation, which shews how much Almighty 
God was offended and displeased with the 
Protestant religion. In 1552, a sweating 
sickness infested the land; it first began at 
Shrewsbury, went through the northern coun- 
ties, and then visited London. This disease 
seemed a judgment to the first English Pro- 
testants, for it followed them wheresoever 
they were, in foreign parts, but did not so 
much as touch one of another country. In 
1577, July 4, Mr. Roland Jinks, a Catholic 
bookseller in Oxford, for having in his shop 
the Pope’s bulls and Catholic papers, was 
cast into prison and most unjustly condemn- 
ed—to lose all his property, to have both his 
ears nailed to the pillory, and to deliver him- 
self by cutting them off with his own hands; 
but no sooner was the sentence passed, than 
a most dreadful disease burst forth in the 
midst of the court, and seized upon all there 
present. Great numbers dropped down dead 


‘on the spot; others rushed out of the court 
\half suffocated, and died in a few hours af- 


terwards. In the space of two days, nearly 
all the witnesses died: and in the first night 
about six hundred lost their lives; and the 
next day it seized upon one hundred in the 
nearest streets. The disease was a kind of 
madness; for the sick leaped out of bed, and 
beat with their sticks all those who came to 
assist them; some ran through the courts and 
streets, in a state of insanity, and others threw 
themselves down headlong into deep waters. 
Every hall, every college, every house had 
its dead: and what is more remarkable, all 
the grand jury, except one, or two, died as 
soon as they had left Oxford. (2) In 1580, 
in Somersetshire, sixty persons, all clothed 
in black, appeared about two hundred and 
twenty yards from those who saw them, and 
after having staid a short time, they vanished 
away; but immediately another strange com- 
pany, in like manner, color and number, ap- 
peared in the same place; they encountered 
each other, and then vanished away; and a 
third time, there appeared sixty more, all in 
bright armour, and after having encountered 
one another, they also vanished away. (3) In 
1594, a dreadful plague’ in London, carried 
off 171,890 persons, with the lord Mayor and 
three Aldermen. In 1596, lord Hundsdon, 
being very ill, saw six of his companions, al- 
ready dead, come to him one after another. 


Protestants to cut off the Popish queen Ma- | The first was Dudley, earl of Leicester, all 
ry, and to put an end to the Catholic faith. |in fire; the second was secretary Walsing- 


This was believed for some time by the cre- 


dulous mob, till at length they pulled down 
the wall, and found withinside Elizabeth 
Crofts, a Protestant impostor, put there to 
blind and seduce the people! Scarcely was 





ham, also in fire and flame; the third was 
Pickering, so cold and frozen, that, touching 
Hundsdon’s hand, he (the latter) thought he 
should have died of cold; the fourth was Hat- 
ton, lord Chancellor; the fifth Henneage; the 





(1) Dubravius His. Bohems L. 23. 
(2) Eng. Con. and Ref. Comp, p. 110. 
(3) Frid. Staphylus’ Absolute Apology, p. 404. 





(1) Ward’s.Eng. Ref. p 107, 8. 
(2) Ant. Wood His. Anti. Univ. Oxon. 1. p. 294. 
(3) Baker’s Chron. p. 400. 











sixth Knolles,—these three last all on fire: 

they all told him that Sir William Cecil, one 

of their companions yet living, was to prepare 

himself to come shortly after them. (1) In 

1603, queen Elizabth saw one night as she 

lay in bed, her own body, exceedingly lean 

and fearful, in a light of fire. After this she 

sat ten days and ten nights on the carpet, 

ready dressed; and could never be brought 

by any of her council to go to bed, or eat, or 

drink, except a little broth which one of her 

courtiers persuaded her to take. On that 

occasion she told him that if he knew what 
she had seen in her bed, he would not teaze 
her as he did; and shaking her head, she said 
with a pitiful voice, “ My lord, I am tied 
with a chain of iron about my neck; I am 
tied, and the case is altered with me.” How- 
ever she seemed still to place more confi- 

dence in charms and spells, than in prayer 
to God; for’she wore a piece of gold in her 
ruff, by means of which an old woman in 
Wales was said to have lived to the age of 
100 years, and could not die as long as she 
wore it upon her body; and the card, called 
the queen of hearts, was found nailed under 
the bottom of her chair. As the sickness 
grew worse, the council sent to her the bishop 
of Canterbury and other clergymen; but as 
soon as she saw them, she fell into a passion; 
began to abuse them; and bade them be pack- 
ing. Upon this, some of her lords moved to 
have other bishops sent for: but she answer- 
ed, that she would ‘‘ have none of these hedge- 
priests.” Falling soon after this into a shum- 
ber, she departed. Her body was then open- 
ed and embalmed: it was afterwards brought 
to White-Hall, where it was watched every 
night by six ladies, who were on each side of 
the body, which was fast within a board cof- 
fin and one of lead covered with velvet. , It 
happened, however, that her body burst the 
coffins with so great violence, attended with 
a most dreadful noise, that it split the wood 
and lead, and tore the velvet, to the terror 
and astonishment of all present. (2) The 
plague began the same year in London, De- 
cember 23rd, and continued till the 22nd of 
December following, and there died in tha; 
place 38,244. In 1619, a small pool in Cam- 
bridge became as red as blood: the water be- 
ing taken up into basins, still kept the same 
color: and many signs were seen in the air, 
such as armies fighting one against another. 
In 1665, there was another dreadful plague 
in London, that destroyed 100,000 inhabi- 
tants. In 1666, many Protestants propheci- 
ed the downfall of the pope on the second of 
September: and on that very day a dreadful 
fire broke out in London, and continued barn- 
ing three days and three nights. In spite of 
every effort to stop its progress, 600 streets, 
89 churches, St. Paul’s cathedral, and more 
than 30,000 houses, were burnt to ashes. 


[To BE CONTINUED. | 





(1) F. Costeous Compen, Orthodox Fidei, 
(2) F. Parson’s Discuss. p. 217, 218, printed 1612. 


The Dublin Evening Post announces in 
these terms, the decease of Christopher 
Ffrench, Esq. :— ie 

Diev.—At his seat at Frenchlawn, in the 
County Roscommon, on the 28th ult., and in 





the 75th year of his age, Christopher Ffrench, 
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Esq. Inthe demise of this truly virtuous 
and benevolent man, society sustained no or- 
dinary loss. During an intercourse with the 
world of such very protracted duration, few 
characters, however brilliant and amiable, 
have appeared, on whose disk we may not 
have sometimes discovered some dark spots, 
which obscure in their transit, or disfigure it 
“in their stay; but in the person of Mr. 
Ffrench we are presented with a rare excep- 
tion. In the evening of his days he was sus- 
tained by a noble consciousness, and could 
challenge his enemy, if he had one, to point 
out a solitary act of his life which would ex- 
tort a blush from the religionist, or a disclaim- 
er from the man ofhonor. Mr. F french was, 
perhaps, the oldest Catholic Magistrate in 
the province in which he resided, being in- 
trusted with the commission of the peace 
some few years subsequently to tho relaxa- 
tion of the penal laws, Of the purity and 
excellenee of his Magisterial character, the 
attestation of the highest law authority in the 
kingdom might be adduced, and the fact is 
suppressed merely through an unwillingness 
to flatter the living, whilst we freely panegy- 


rize the virtuous dead. But it is within the | enlightened to proscribe a man for being of 


bosom of domestic life, and in the closer 
relations of society that we are to look for 
those virtues which constitute and adorn the 
character of a good man, and it was within 
these sacred precincts that Mr. Ffrench dis- 
closed the treasures of a generous mind, 
which never seemed to enjoy satisfaction un- 
less when he caused all around him to taste 
the cup of happiness. It would be difficult 
to decide whether a family, linked and iden- 
tified with him by a thousand lively endear- 
ments, or the public, have suffered more 
deeply by the translation of this inestimable 
man to a better world. But of the latter it is 
creditable to say, that it impressed a sensa- 
tion as intense as the infliction. Never had 
it fallen to our lot on such a melancholy oc- 
casion, to witness such an array of rank and 
independence, as had congregated to pay the 
last sad duties to the remains of Mr. F french, 
whilst a Rt. Rev. Prelate and his venerable 
clergy poured forth the prayer of hope and 
immortality at his tomb, the fallen counte- 
nances and half suppressed sighs of hundreds 
eloquently denoted that some bright and 
warm reality was dwindling into gloominess 
of recollection. There is something in such 
scenes consoling—it is a testimony from the 
other world in favor of virtue—a voice from 
the tomb, saying, “‘ Go and do likewise.” 


FANATICISM. 


A singular and horrible instance of reli- 
ge madness lately occurred at Bodmin, 

a. Two brothers, (says the account,) were 
accustomed to attend the meetings of the 
Bryonites and Ranters, whose erroneous and 
irrational doctrine excited their minds to 
phrensy. One of them, being in bed, awoke 
his bed-fellow, and greatly alarmed him by 
saying he had plucked out his right eye and 
cast it from him, and that he was now prepar- 
ed for Heaven. A light being brought, the 
eye, completely forced out of its socket, was 
found on the bed! The other attempted to 
cut off his arm with a hatchet; they are both 
confined in the Lunatic Asylum. The passage 
of scripture, on the misinterpretation of which, 
these wretches proceeded to maim themselves 





in this cruel manner, is well known; and the 
circumstance is an impressive memento to 
them who presumptuously attempt to explain 
the Bible to others, when they have not the 
knowledge, or abilities to understand it them- 
selves. 





FROM THE BOSTON STATESMAN. 

Extract from a letter dated Lincoln District, Nov. 24. 

“ KavanaGu is elected by 2, or 300 ma- 
jority!! The election was warmly contest- 
ed. The day was stormy—very—but the 
Democracy of Lincoln was shoulder to shoul- 
der.” 

Text—“ Main is not for Jackson, and never 
will be.””—Hallowell Advocate of Sept. 13. 

Comment—“ SIX Jackson members of 


Congress—1 Clay.” Yours, &c. 


[There are three chief grounds upon which 
the Clay party attempted to proscribe Mr. 
Kavanagh; his politics, because he is a Re- 

ublican; his Religion, because he is a mem- 
of the Catholic Church;—and genealogy, 
because he is the son of an Irishman. But 
all in vain—the people of Lincoln District 
loved his political principles, and were too 


the same religious persuasion as “ Charles 
Carroll, of Carrollton,” the last surviving 
signer of the Declaration of American Inde- 
pendence, and believed it no crime that his 
father was a fellow countryman with Richard 
Montgomery. The attempt of the Clay par- 
ty to proscribe a gentleman, because he is a 
Catholic and the son of an Irishman, cannot 
be too much reprobated by all liberal men of 
every political and religious opinion,—and 
we hope the conduct of the Clay party in this 
affair, may be extensively known, in order 
that it may be extensively reprobated not on- 
ly by Catholics, but by candid men of other 
persuasions, and by all the Republicans of 
the country, as well as by the Republican 
naturalized Irish and their descendants.—Ed. 
Statesman. 
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Oh! for the days when green Innisfail 
Was a land of peace and order, 

As free as the gale that swept her vale, 
Or the surge that chafed her border. 

Oh! for the days when Tara’s dome 
Arose in pomp and splendour— 

When no Gael need roam from his hallowed home, 
And Erin had sons to defend her. 

Oh! for the days when mountain and plain 
With generous wealth abounded— 

And the Minstrels’ train, not wak’d in vain, 
Thro’ her halls of State resounded. 

Oh! for the days of the Red-Branch Knight— 
Of the Chieftians blazon’d in story, 

Resolv’d to fight for their country’s right — 


——= 


Oh! for the days when Patrick show’d 
To her sons the Truths of Heaven! 

And piety glow’d where his accents flow’d, 
And vice from our Isle was driven. 


Oh! for the days when from brake and wood, 
At the breath of his mandate, hurried 

The venomous brood, which the billowy flood 
In its deep broad bosom buried. 


Oh! then was Erin a saintly Isle, 
And Christendom looked and lauded, 
Whilst fraud and guile fled her virtues’ smile, 
And nought but her name was applauded. 


Bright, bright! the renown which in days of yore, 
Her sons had won for their nation, 

When the cross they bore from shore to shore, 
Had announced to the earth salvatiun. 
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JUST PUBLISHED, 


And for sale at P. Mooney’s Catholic Book-store, 
Federal street, Boston; also, at Patrick Denvir’s Book. 
store, Main-Street, Charlestown, a number of useful 
and interesting little works, among which are the follow- 
ing, which may be had on the most favorable terms: 


1. WinteR EveninG DiALoGueEs between John 
Hardman and John Cardwell, or thoughts on th 
Rule of Faith, in a series of letters,—18 mo. 


2. Lerrers on THE SpanisH InQuisitior, 
Arare work, and the best which has ever appeared 
on the subject: by M. Le Compte Joseph Le Mais 
tre; translated from the French, with additional 
notes and Illustrations: by T. J. O’ Flaherty, 8S. E. 
C.—12 mo. , 


8. Proors oF THE TRUE CHURCH, IN TWO 
Parts; by Clement Winceslaus, Archbishop and 
Elector of Treves, and bishop of Augsburg; tran» 
lated from the French.—24 mo. 


4. Tue Youru’s Director; or familiar In 
structions for Young People; which may be found 
useful also, to persons of every sex, age, and condi 
tion of life; illustrated with a number of historical 
traits and edifying examples; translated from the 
French.—24 mo. 

&. InvinciBLE Reasons, which should sorever 
attach a Roman Catholic to his Religion, and en- 
gage all Protestants to embrace the same.—24 mo. 

6. A Beautirut Pocket Epirion oF THE 
New 'TesTaMENT, which will be sold very low. 


jC? Distant Book-sellers, and others.who may be 
disposed to take a number of the above works, will be 
allowed a reasonable discount. : 
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Patrick Powers, Lowell. 

Rev. J. Manony, Salem. 
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Joun D. Murpny, Washington, D. C. 
Rev, Mr. Van Lommex,— Georgetown, D. C- 
JoserH HaseE.LTINE, Bardstown, Ky. 
Wm. 8. Brain, —Charleston, 8. C. 
Micwaet P. Cassiuuy, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Rey. R. P. Mixes, — Zanesville, Ohio. 
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To vanquish, or die for her glory. 








Frep. C. Hase, 








—_——Perryville, Missauri. 





VOL 
The 
ry Sat 
for the 
All Co 
to the 


The 
ciples: 
CHuR 


aa 


TH 


Tl 
Mr. 
too ¢ 
perv: 
to ju 
the | 
cide 
But 
ed 1 
lear 
The 
of th 
Inca 
is bi 
16, | 
info 
of ¢ 
four 
mig 
tle 
hav 
sho 
But 
con 
whi 
whi 
Wit! 
my: 


qui 
vin 


Pri 
sus 


